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DETAILED ACTION 

The preliminary amendment has been entered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-8, 10 and 11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Maloberti, et al. (U.S. Patent number 5,346,333) in view of Oberg 
(U.S. Patent number 4,1 17,692) and Beaujean (U.S. Patent number 6,540,440) 

a. Maloberti describes the installation including a storage reel (2) on the 
laying ship (1 ) a first float (1 9'). Maloberti lacks the assembly unit ; the 
intermediate winding and deforming apparatus; and the connector. 

b. Oberg describes an installation including a laying ship; an assembly unit 
(5,6); first float separate from the laying ship and having intermediate winding 
apparatus (1,18); and a connector (16). Oberg lacks the reel on the laying ship; 
and the intermediate deforming apparatus on the float. 

c. Beaujean describes an installation including a laying ship; an assembly 
unit (18,20); and first float (26) having deforming apparatus. Beaujean lacks the 
reel on the laying ship; the intermediate winding apparatus; and connector. 
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It is therefore plain that the prior art includes each element claimed, with the only 
difference between the claimed invention and the prior art being the lack of actual 
combination of the elements in a single prior art reference. 

One of ordinary skill in the art could have combined the elements as claimed by 
known methods, since the combination would require no more than is shown in the art 
of record. 

One of ordinary skill in the art would have recognized that the results of the 
combination were predictable, since the combination would merely reorganize known 
elements to perform the same function. 

Therefore, the invention of claim 1 would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of inveition. 

KSR, 550 U.S. at , 82 USPQ2d at 1395; Sakraida v. AG Pro, Inc., 425 U.S. 

273, 282, 189 USPQ 449, 453 (1976); Anderson's-Black Rock, Inc. v. Pavement 
Salvage Co., 396 U.S. 57, 62-63, 163 USPQ 673, 675 (1969); Great Atlantic & P. Tea 
Co. v. Supermarket Equipment Corp., 340 U.S. 147, 152, 87 USPQ 303, 306 (1950). 

With regards to claims 2 and 3: the reel diameters would have been an obvious 
matter of engineering design, subject to constraints such as ship size. 
RE claim 4: the Oberg reference describes the assembly unit as being on a 
"supply quay". Official Notice is taken of the fact that floating quays are known; 
and would have been obvious to those of ordinary skill in the art, based on 
geographical considerations. 
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Re claim 5: the dimensions of the float would have been an obvious matter of 
engineering design. 

RE claim 6: see col. 5, line 10 of Oberg. 
RE claim 7: see col. 5, line 30 of Oberg. 

RE claim 8: the lattice connector is not described in the cited prior art. Official 
Notice is taken of the fact that lattice connectors are known for use with ships 
and vessels. These connectors are known to have the advantage of light weight 
and lower wind resistance. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention to have included a lattice connector. 

RE claim 10: Official Notice is taken of the fact that it is notoriously conventional 
to put ballast tanks in ships, such as shown by Maloberti. It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to have used 
a ballast tank, in order to trim the ship. 

1 . Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Maloberti, et al. (U.S. Patent number 5,346,333) in view of Oberg (U.S. Patent number 
4,117,692. 

a. Maloberti describes the method including the transforming wound rigid 
pipe from a first float to a laying ship by rewinding onto a storage reel. Maloberti 
lacks any disclosure of how the wound rigid pipe arrives on the first float. 

b. Oberg describes deforming and winding rigid pipe onto a first float. 
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Since Maloberti is silent regarding the manufacture of the wound reel on the float, 
one of ordinary skill in the art would have found it obvious to have used the deforming 
and winding as taught by Oberg, And therefore claim 12 would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art. 

2. Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Maloberti, 
et al. (U.S. Patent number 5,346,333) in view of Oberg (U.S. Patent number 4,1 17,692) 
and Beaujean (U.S. Patent number 6,540,440) as applied to claim 1 above, and further 
in view of de Boer (U.S. Patent number 4,594,871 ). 

Maloberti lacks the horizontal axis reel. 

De Boer describes a similar system with a horizontal axis. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to have arrived at the claimed horizontal axis, based on ordinary engineering 
design principles, such as size constraints. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to John Kreck whose telephone number is 571-272-7042. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri 6am-3pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Bagnell can be reached on 571-272-6999. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



1 February 2008 



/John Kreck/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3672 



